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P.O. Box 8503 
Mt. Pleasant, 
QLD 4740 
Australia 



MAR 1 0 2006 



urgent 



facsimile 



To; Vishu K. Mendiratta, Art Unit 3711 

Fax A/umber: 0011 1 571 2738300 



From: 

Fax A/umber: 
Business Phone: 
Home Phone: 



Blake, Karla M. 

+61 7 4952 1192 

+61749521091 

+61749564784 



Pages: 20 

Date/Time: 3/1 1/2006 3:41 :48 AM 

Subject: Response to Office Action NO # 1 0/51 2,027 dtd 1 2/1 2/2005 



Dear Mr. Mendiratta: 

Please find attached our Response to Office Action for Application/Control Number 10/512,027 
dated 12/12/2005. 



Please let us know if you have any further questions. 

Regards, 
Karla Blake 
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Response to Office Action of 1 2/1 2/2005 Application/Control Number 1 0/5 1 2,027 

P.O. Box 8503 

Mt. Pleasant, QLD 4740 

AUSTRALIA 

9 March 2006 

Mr. Vishu K. Mendiratta 1 
Art Unit 3711 

US Patent and Trademark Office 
Commissioner for Patents 
POBox 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 

Re: Application Control Number 10/5 12,027 

Response to Office Action dated 12/12/2005 

1. & 2. Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 Assertions: 

In Claim Rejections 1 & 2 the Claims 1-20 of 10/5 12,027 are rejected because "The 
claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with current U.S. 
practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign document and 
are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors." Additional assertions are made in this 
rejection, namely, "Claim limitations are run-on sentences with no clear meaning". An 
example is made of the following fragment from Claim 1 : 

For example in claim 1, "each said piece being simultaneously are the 

element 9" is not tangible and appears to be rules for playing. 

1 & 2. Response: 

The Inventors apologize for any ambiguities in the Claims 1-20. Claims are constructed 
grammatically as a single sentence per Claim, which is a convention followed by many 
patents. The Claims also include language and phraseology borrowed from the legal 
profession. Elimination of this language would do much to clarify the Claims. We can 
take the above example to illustrate this point: 
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